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The Soviet failure to obtain a foothold in the Congo poses a question 
mark over ‘Premier Khrushchev's theory that newly independent nations can 
achieve transition to socialism by "peaceful''means. 


Khrushchev's theory is based on the following three premises: 11) that the 
imperialist system is in a state of collapse; 2) that a nationalist revolution leads 
to the same result as a Communist revolution; and 3) that any state can become 

Communist if it receives outside help. 


That the Congo, which from the Soviet point of view was ideal for "peaceful 
transition, " shook off the Communist threat is of importance to Khrushchev 
ideologically because "peaceful transition" is one of the bones of contention 
between Moscow and Peking. 


Khrushchev is not likely to revise his theory because of the Congo setback. 
It seems probable, though, that he will attempt to recoup his loss there 
by stepping up “Ty daTet other Parts of Africa and in Germany. 
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The Soviet failure to secure a foothold in tne Congo is the latest in a series 
of setbacks to Premier Khrushchev's ‘heory thet it is possible to draw newly 
independent states into the Communist orbit by peaceful means, The Soviet 
government did everything in its power to help Congolese Premier Patrice 
Lumumba. Moral and material support inthe form cf "advisers" and supplies 
poured in by air--to no avail, Lumvmba iost out and tne Soviets were asked to 
pack. 


The most significant fact about the Soviet failure in the Congo is that 
it poses a question mark over the entire new philosophy of Soviet foreign 
policy. The evolution of this new ‘"'line'' may be summed up roughly as follows: 
According to Marx, Communism can replace capitalism only in a highly 
industrialized country. Marx and Engels also believed that Communism could 
triumph only if it were victorious throughout the world at one time, which 
would presumably require the use of force. Lenin and Stalin modified these 
views somewhat. They, too, held that at least partial if not complete 
development of capitalism was essentia! to the victory of Communism and 

that such a victory could be achieved with the use of force, Bui they also 
believed it possible for "socialism" to be victorious in only one or in several 
countries. 


Khrushchev further aliered Marxist thenry on this question. As long 
agoas~ at the Twentieth Party Congress in 1956 he spoke of the possibility 
of peaceful transition from vapitaiism to Communism, that is, by legal means 
rather than through .armed uprisings. Now preparations are under way to throw 
overboard the thesis that the development of capitalism is a necessary or even 
an important prerequisite to the victory of Communism, Kommunist, the organ 
of the Soviet Party Central Committee, argues as follows in an article entitled 
"Lenin's Theory of Socialist Revolution Todey": 
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eee. Lhe oppor‘unity for individual countries and groups 
of countries rto drop away from the imperialist world system 
has become greater than ever before. By tapping the economic 
and political support of the socialist system, any country in 

the world--regardless of its level of development~-can achieve 
transition to sociaiism. (No, .13,1960,p. 14-15). 


The premises in this view of transi:ion to socialism would be (1) that 
the imperialist system is in a state of collapse; (2) that a nationalist revolution, 
i.e. ; the transformation of a colony into an independent state, leads to the same 
result as a Communist revolution; and (3) that any state can become Communist 
if it receives outside help. 


The Kommunist article dwells on the last point in particularly great detail, 
explaining that "with the transition to socialism, each country can derive support 

not only from experience gained in the socialist transformation of society, but 

from the economic aid supplied by the socialist countries, and from close cooperation 
with them’ Kommunist makes it clear that the kind of support to be provided 

will not be limited to economic and moral assistance: 'With the active support 

of progressive forces throughout the world, the socialist states have the practical 
opportunity to paralyze interference by international reactionary forces in the 

affairs of countries which have carried through a revolution." (Ibid. , p. 13). 


Similar statements have appeared in several articles in previous issues 
of Kommunist, Possibly the Soviet leaders are working out some new pro- 
positions, which will later be proclaimed officially, 


The validity of the three propositions should have been provided by the 
Congo. From the Soviet point of view, the country had "'falien away" from 
imperialism and a nationalist revolution had begun, actively supported by the 
Communist coutitries. Moreover, it seemed that at any moment the "progressive 
forces would paralyze" the efforts of those who were irying to rescue the Congo 
from chaos, At this juncture, the Kommunist article declared that before long 
Khrushchev's theory of the formation of Communist dictatorship through a 
nationalist revolution and a legal form of government would be confirmed in practice. 
Five days after the article went to press, however, the Congolese army had 
assumed power and pro-Soviet Premier Patrice Lumumba had yiéided before the 
wrath of the people. 


What has happened in the Congo is of theoretical as well as practical importance 
from the Communist point of view. The Congo put to the test a vital ideological 
point in Marxism-Leninism which is also one of the bones of contention between 
Moscow and Peking. Khrushchev is not likely to revise his personal ideological 
contribution to Marxism-Leninism as a resuit of the latest setback. He did not do so 
when President Nasser, despite support and considerable economic aid from the USSR, 
energetically suppressed the Communists in his own country and brought about 
internal stabilization of Egypt by considerably reducing the Communist chances 

of success in the future. 
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Khrushchev's thesis was to be tested again in October 1957 when the 
Soviet Union signed an economic~cooperation agreement with Syria, which was 
highly favorable to the smaller country. But in February 1958 Syria was absorbed 
into the United Arab Republic, and the aid which the Soviets had intended to be 
used by Syria against other neighboring states fell to Nasser's benefit, a 
circumstance which did not prevent him from crushing the Syrian Communists as well. 


In June of 1958, the Soviet government made yet another effort to exploit a 
nationalist revolution in order to advance Communist interests. This time Iraq 
was the intended victim. At first sight it appeared that there was every chance 
of success because the new Iraqi leader, General Kassem, was surrounded by 
persons holding extreme left-wing views. The conflict’ between Nasser and, 
Kassem finally came toa head, The Soviets decided to back Kassem, and in 
December 1958 Soviet military equipment began to arrive in Iraq, while the Iraqi 
Communists operated freely. But by 1960 it had become clear that Kassem, too, 
was systematically uprooting Communist influence. Iraq has retained its economic 
links with the Soviet Union, but the danger that it would become a Soviet satellite 
has disappeared, 


Khrushchev's record thus does not as yet justify the claim that "socialist 
states have practical opportunities to paralyze international reaction in countries 
which have achieved revolutions, '' Events indicate that the political leaders of the 
new states, though they may initially make use of left-wing slogans and flirt with 
the USSR, later display an increasing tendency to reduce Soviet influence and 
to suppress the activities of local Communists. 


It is highly probable that the latest events in the Congo and in the United 
Nations will to.gsome extent shake Khrushchev's position as an ‘outstanding 
Marxist-Leninist theoretician'' and strengthen the hand of leftist elements 
within the Soviet Communist Party. Khrushchev has, nevertheless, categorically 
declared his intention to continue his present line of action and appears to regard 
Western successes as a "Myrrhic victory."' At the moment it is too soon to speculate 
on all the possible consequences of the reverse suffered by Soviet foreign policy 
in the Congo, but it seems probable that Khrushchev wiil attempt to recoup his 
loss there by action in other directions. In particular, one may expect greatly 
increased Soviet activity in the German question and greater attempts at sub- 
version in other parts of the world, including Africa. 


(100760) 


2 
~3 


